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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
"processor bus 710 and chipset 720" as described in the specification. Any 
structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of the disclosed 
invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing 
sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action 
to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet 
should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an 
amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and 
where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to 
obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Haal et al. (Haal), 
(US 6,449,644 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Haal teaches a method comprising: 

receiving a number of messages from at least two different system elements that 
are located in two different devices, wherein the system elements are associated with a 
same process and wherein the number of messages have a common protocol (Haal 
teaches many client systems are located in many client computers. These client 
systems are associated with the processes through integrating engine which is located 
in integrating server. The processes are operating independently of each other, so that 
they might be associated with a same process. Integrating engine would receive the 
information /messages between those client systems. Moreover, the communication 
between the connection of client systems to each other by using different 
communication protocols which would be common protocols.) [Col. 5, L. 12-17 and L. 
30-34; and Col. 1, L. 20-29]; 
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storing the number of messages from the at least two different system elements 
(Haal teaches the integrating engine comprises a database. Each client system is 
represented in the database by the base table. Moreover, each type of 
information/message is stored in the base table. Therefore, the integrating engine 
can store many messages from many client systems) [Col. 7, L. 5-42]; 
and 

retrieving the number of messages associated with the same process upon 
request for a status inquiry of the same process (Haal teaches the integrating engine 
also provide an error detection. The errors detected may be stored in the history log 
table or even log table which is a form of a database trigger into the base table. Thereby 
the table row containing an error is marked so that the table row is not available for 
subscription the history log table or the event log table until the error is corrected. In 
other word, the message error has been retrieved by the history log table or the event 
log table which is in the integrating engine.) [Col. 7, L. 47-53, and Col. 8, L. 3-11]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 09/883,615 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2143 

3. Claim 2, 4, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haal 
et al. (Haal), (US 6,449,644 B1) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Jollands, (US 6,292,941 B1). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Haal is relied upon for the disclosure set forth in the claim 1 
rejection. Haal fails to disclosures the process that the client systems are 
associated, includes an installation of an operating system process into one of the 
client device. However, Haal suggested that processes which are a number of 
software applications processes. Thus, a process from communication between the 
client systems would be a software applications process, such suggestion would 
motivate one ordinary skilled in the art to seek a practical and effective way of doing 
so. Jollands, in the same field of endeavor having closely related objectivity, teaches 
the method of claim 1 , wherein the same process includes an installation of an 
operating system onto one of the two different devices [Col. 1 , L. 57-60] 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a process of installation operating system 
into a client device which is connected to another client device, as suggested by 
Jollands, in the method for integrating an arrangement of an number of 
computerized client systems of Haal, in order to allow a client system installing an 
operating system into its device. 

6. Regarding claim 4, Haal is relied upon for the disclosure set forth in the claim 1 
rejection. Haal fails to disclosures the message format which includes a process 
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identification and an information code. However, Haal suggested that when the client 
systems connect each other to exchange of messages of information, these 
messages have to be in the system specific native format. In addition, while a client 
adapter transform this message would include a hardware address of the client, 
which allows another client adapter knows from whom it has received information. 
Jollands, in the same field having closely related objectivity, teaches the method of 
claim 1 , wherein the number of messages are based on a message format wherein 
the message format includes a process identification and an information code 
(Jollands teaches the local computer send a command (may be a message) "boot 
net-install" to the management computer for installation an operating system. When 
the process of this message is initiated, the connection and addresses are 
established which includes the local computer broadcasting an address over the 
network) [Col. 8, L. 23-33]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have a process identification such as the local computer 
address and its code installation such as installation an operating system into a 
message format, as suggested by Jollands, in the method for integrating an 
arrangement of an number of computerized client systems of Haal, in order to initiate 
the process. 

7. Regarding claim 5, Haal is relied upon for the disclosure set forth in the claim 1 
rejection. Haal fails to disclosures the process identification of client systems 
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includes an Ethernet address for one of their devices. However, Hall suggested that 
client systems are connected each other over a network, and the network may be an 
Intranet, such suggestion would motivate one ordinary skilled in the art to seek a 
practical and effective way of doing so. Jollands in the same field of endeavor having 
closely related objectivity, teaches the method of claim 4, wherein the process 
identification includes an Ethernet hardware address for one of the two different 
devices (Jollands teaches a local area network adapter connects to a local area 
network, that implies a local area network adapter includes an Ethernet hardware 
address of the local computer while connecting to another local area network) [Col. 
4, L.23-25]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a process identification which includes a 
local hardware address, as suggested by Jollands, in the method for integrating an 
arrangement of an number of computerized client systems of Haal, in which the 
client system knows whom it have connected and received message from. 

8. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haal et al. 
(Haal), (US 6,449,644 B1) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Stanbach, Jr. et al. (Stanbach), (US 6,449,657 B2). 

9. Regarding claim 3, Haal is relied upon for the disclosure set forth in the claim 1 
rejection. Haal fails to disclosures the common protocol is used for the connection 
between client systems, which includes the Hyper Text Transfer Protocol (http). 
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However, Haal suggested that the processes on a number of different protocol (or 
common protocols) which would includes http, such suggestion would motivate one 
ordinary skilled in the art to seek a practical and effective way of doing so. Stanbach, 
in the same field of endeavor having closely related objectivity, teaches the method 
of claim 1 , wherein the common protocol includes the Hyper Text Transfer Protocol 
[Col. 15, L. 29-44 and Col. 16, L. 8-10]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol services 
that provides http protocol to transmit a request/response to client systems, as 
suggested by Stanbach, in the method for integrating an arrangement of an number 
of computerized client systems of Haal. 

10. Claim 6, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Haal et al. (Haal), (US 6,449,644 B1) and Jollands, (US 6,292,941 B1) as applied to 
claim 1, 4 and 5 above, and further in view of and Stanbach, Jr. et al. (Stanbach), 
(US 6,449,657 B2). 

11. Regarding claim 6, Haal-Jollands discloses the invention substantially as claimed, 
but it is silent to limitation wherein the number of messages are based on the Hyper 
Text Transfer Protocol (http). However, transmitting messages that are based on the 
http is disclosed in Stanbach (Stanbach teaches http request is received at a web 
server) [Col. 15, L. 29-44 and Col. 16, L. 8-10]. In addition, Haal teaches the client 
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systems are also associated with many different processes through integrating 
engine. The processes are operating independently of each other. [Col. 1, L. 20-29]; 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol services 
that provides http to transmit the messages of client systems, as suggested by 
Stanbach, with the teaching of Jollands for having a process identification which 
includes a local computer address of Jollands, in the method for receiving, storing 
and retrieving messages from a number of computerized client systems of Haal. 

12. Claim 7 has similar limitations as claim 2, therefore is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

13. Regarding claim 8, Haal-Jollands teaches the method of claim 6, wherein the client 
machines include a management client machine, wherein the number of messages 
received from the different system elements located on the client machines are 
transmitted through the management client machine [Col. 3, L. 9-17]. 

Although Jollands does not explicitly teach closing the local system (or the client 
system) and the management system (or another client system) transmit messages 
through a database. However, it is well known in the art that once the management 
system receives a request about installation an operating system from the client 
system, the request would be inserted into the database. Besides this, a plurality of 
files, which include files defining a module of an operating system at a local 
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computer need to be installed from the management system, are input into the 
database. Therefore, the local system and the management system must transmit a 
request and response through the database. 

14. Regarding claim 9, Haal-Jollands teaches the method of claim 8, wherein the client 
machines are part of a data center for a number of Internet web host providers [Col. 
3, L. 30-34]. Although Jollands does not explicitly teach closing a computer network 
can include many management computers and a local computer is a one of the local 
computers in LAN can has an operating system to be installed from them over the 
Internet web. However, Haal teaches a graphic user interface via the network is 
designed for the client computers communicate with the integrating server computer 
[Col. 2, L. 49-60]. Thus, it is well known in the art that in order for the management 
computers provide operating systems to the local computer over Internet web. 

15. Claim 10 has similar limitations as claim 1, but in apparatus form rather than method 
form. Therefore, claim 10 is rejected under the same rationale. Although, a limitation 
"a message accumulator unit communicatively coupled to the local execution unit 
and the remote execution unit" does not point out where the message accumulator 
unit is located. Therefore, the message accumulator can be located in the remote 
execution unit. It is well known in the art that in order for a client connects to an 
integrating server, the messages of client system and integrating engine are input 
into the database. 
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16. Claims 11, 13, and 1 4 list all the same elements^of claim 2, 4, and 5, but in 
apparatus form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claims 2, 4, and 5 applies equally as well to claims 11,13 and 14. 

17. Claims 12 lists the same element of claim 3, but in apparatus form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 12 applies 
equally as well to claim 3. 

18. Claims 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haal 
et al. (Haal), (US 6,449,644 B1) as applied to claim 1 above, andAirther in view of 
Jollands, (US 6,292,941 B1). 

19. Regarding claim 15, Haal discloses the invention substantially as claimed, but it is 
silent to limitation a process identification in a message includes an Ethernet 
address of the client computer. However, Hall suggested that client systems are 
connected each other over a network, and the network may be an Intranet, such 
suggestion would motivate one ordinary skilled in the art to seek a practical and 
effective way of doing so. Jollands in the same field of endeavor having closely 
related objectivity, teaches the method of claim 4, wherein the process identification 
includes an Ethernet hardware address for one of the two different devices (Jollands 
teaches a local area network adapter connects to a local area network, that implies a 
local area network adapter includes an Ethernet hardware address of the local 



Application/Control Number: 09/883,615 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2143 

computer while connecting to another local area network) [Col. 4, L.23-25]. In 
addition, the processes are on one or several computerized client systems that imply 
a client computer may includes at least one system elements and a server may also 
includes at least one system elements. Moreover, Haal teaches the messages from 
client systems and integrating engine is stored in a database which is located in the 
integrating engine. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a process identification which includes a 
local hardware address, as suggested by Jollands, in the method for integrating an 
arrangement of an number of computerized client systems of Haal, in which the 
client system knows whom it have connected and received message from. 

20. Claims 16, 17 have similar limitation as claims 2, 3, but in system form rather than 
method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claims 2, 3 
applies equally as well to claims 16, 17. 

21. Regarding claim 18, Haal is relied upon for the disclosure set forth in the claim 15 
rejection. Haal fails to teach the client system download files from the database, 
which is located in the integrating engine during the installation of the application. 
However, Haal teaches the client system can have information from the integrating 
engine over the database, such suggestion would motivate one ordinary skilled in 
the art to seek a practical and effective way of doing so. Jollands, in the same field 
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of endeavor having closely related objectivity, teaches the system of claim 15, 
wherein the server machine further comprises a file server, wherein one of the at 
least system elements on the client machine is to download files from the file server 
during the installation of the application (Jollands teaches the management 
computer comprises a database which contains a plurality of files which define a 
module of operating system at a local computer need to be installed. Therefore, the 
local system can download files from the database during the installation of the 
operating system) [Col. 3, L. 9-17]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated a database in the management computer 
that allows the local computer download an operating system application, as 
suggested by Stanbach, in the method for integrating an arrangement of an number 
of computerized client systems of Haal. 



22. Claims 19-23 list all the same elements of claims 1-5, but in machine-readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claims 1-5 applies equally as well to claims 19-23. 



23. Claims 24-27 list all the same elements of claims 6-9, but in machine-readable 
medium form rather than method form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the 
rejection to claims 6-9 applies equally as well to claims 24-27. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH-CHAU N. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(703)305-8425. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00am 
-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DAVID A. WILEY can be reached on (703)308-5221. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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